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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 23 February 2004 . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-46 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
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consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1-2, 5, 19-21 , 29-30 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wang in view of Thomas and further in view of Avidor. 

As to claims 1 and 2, Wang discloses a method for reducing multi-cell signal 
interferences in a wireless communication network, the method comprising: dividing an 
available frequency spectrum into a plurality of channels (see col. 1 , lines 58-60); 
segregating a first wireless communication coverage unit into a first number of 
geographical segments (see col. 2, lines 5-9); grouping the channels into a second 
number of channel blocks; assigning each channel block to at least one of the 
segregated geographical segments (see col. 2, lines 10-14; col. 2, lines 28-39); and 
repeating the above steps for each neighboring wireless communication coverage unit 
of the first wireless communication coverage unit (see col. 2, lines 14-15), wherein the 
channels in different channel blocks exhibit no higher mutual interference (see col. 2, 
lines 28-39). Wang do not specifically discloses wherein the channel block assigned for 
each segregated segment of the first wireless communication coverage unit is different 
from the channel block assigned for the segregated segment of a second wireless 
communication coverage unit that immediately borders with the segregated segment of 
the first wireless coverage unit even if the first and second wireless communication 
coverage units share the same frequency spectrum or assigning each channel block 
with predetermined priorities. Thomas discloses wherein the channels in different 
channel blocks exhibit no higher mutual interference than the channels in the same 
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channel block (see col. 1, lines 33-45), and wherein the channel block assigned for 
each segregated segment of the first wireless communication coverage unit is different 
from the channel block assigned for the segregated segment of a second wireless 
communication coverage unit that immediately borders with the segregated segment of 
the first wireless coverage unit even if the first and second wireless communication 
coverage units share the same frequency spectrum (see col. 2, lines 5-14). Avidor 
discloses assigning each channel block with predetermined priorities (see abstract). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the teachings of Wang and Thomas for a reliable 
communication and enhanced bandwidth. 

As to claim 19-21 and 30, Wang discloses a method for reducing multi-frequency 
signal interference in a wireless communication network, the network having a plurality 
of cells bordering on each other, each cell using a predetermined frequency spectrum 
for communications therein (see col. 2, lines 28-35; fig. 9), the method comprising: 
segregating a first cell into a first number of geographical segments (see col. 2, lines 5- 
9); dividing the predetermined frequency spectrum for the first cell into a plurality of 
channels (see col. 2, lines 10-14); establishing a channel assignment priority hierarchy 
for associating one or more channels to each geographical segment of the first cell (see 
col. 2, lines 28-39); repeating the above three steps for each cell bordering with the first 
cell (see col. 2, lines 14-15); and assigning channels to a terminal entering a segregated 
geographical segment of the first cell according to the established channel assignment 
priority hierarchy (see col. 2, lines 5-8), wherein the channel assignment priority 
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hierarchy for the first cell and its bordering cells assures that the assigned channels are 
selected from the channels associated with the geographical segment of the first cell in 
which the terminal locates (see col. 2, lines 28-39, 1-9; col. 3, 19-20). Thomas discloses 
and wherein the channels for such a geographical segment are different from the 
channels of a similarly segregated segment of another wireless cell that immediately 
borders therewith (see col. 1 , lines 33-45), dividing the frequency spectrum into a 
plurality of channels; grouping the channels into a second number of channel blocks; 
and prioritizing the channel blocks for servicing each geographical segment based on 
channel assignment information of neighboring cells of the first cell (see col. 2, lines 5- 
14). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Wang and Thomas for a reliable 
communication and enhanced bandwidth. 

As to claims 5 and 32, Wang discloses the method wherein the step of 
segregating further includes segregating the first wireless communication coverage unit 
into a plurality of sectors around the center of the first wireless communication coverage 
unit (see col. 3, lines 38-53). 

Regarding claim 29 is the corresponding apparatus claim of method claim 1 . 
Therefore, claim 29 are rejected for the same reason shown above. 
5. Claims 3 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wang in view of Thomas and further in view of Avidor as applied to claims 1 -2, 5, 19-21, 
29-30 and 32 above, and further in view of Tse. 
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As to claims 3 and 33, Wang and Thomas disclose everything claimed as 
explained above except for the method wherein the step of segregating further includes 
radial segregating the first wireless communication coverage unit into a plurality of 
sectors or segments. Tse discloses the method wherein the step of segregating further 
includes radial segregating the first wireless communication coverage unit into a 
plurality of sectors or segments (see col. 6, lines 66-67). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add this 
teaching to the modified system of Wang and Thomas for better management of 
bandwidth. 

6. Claims 4, 6, 31 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wang in view of Thomas and further in view of Avidor as applied to 
claims 1-2, 5, 19-21, 29-30 and 32 above, and further in view of Ritter. 

As to claims 4, 6, 31 and 34, Wang and Thomas disclose everything claimed as 
explained above except for the method wherein the step of segregating further includes 
segregating the first wireless communication coverage unit into a plurality of co-centric 
nested polygon or nested ring areas around the center of the wireless communication 
coverage unit. Ritter discloses the method wherein the step of segregating further 
includes segregating the first wireless communication coverage unit into a nested ring 
areas around the center of the wireless communication coverage unit (see col. 1, lines 
32-45). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to add this teaching to the modified system of Wang and 
Thomas for better management of bandwidth. 
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7. Claims 9 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wang in view of Thomas and further in view of Avidor as applied to claims 1-2, 5, 19-21, 
29-30 and 32 above, and further in view of He. 

As to claims 9 and 37, Wang and Thomas disclose everything claimed as 
explained above except for the method wherein the step of grouping further includes 
assigning one or multiple time slots to each channel block. He the method wherein the 
step of grouping further includes assigning one or multiple time slots to each channel 
block (see col. 9, lines 49-60). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add this teaching to the modified 
system of Wang and Thomas for better management of bandwidth. 

8. Claims 10 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wand in view of Thomas and further in view of Avidor as applied to claims 1-2, 5, 
1 9-21 , 29-30 and 32 above, and further in view of Shanbhag. 

As to claims 10 and 38, Wand and Thomas disclose everything claimed as 
explained above except for the method wherein the step of grouping further includes 
assigning one or multiple code channels to each channel block. Shanbhag discloses the 
method wherein the step of grouping includes assigning one or multiple code channels 
to each channel block (see par. 0079). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine this teaching in the 
modified system of Wand and Thomas for enhanced management of resources. 

9. Claims 12,14, 16-18, 22, 24, 26-28, 40, 42 and 44-46 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wang in view of Thomas and further in view 
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of Avidor as applied to claims 1-2, 5, 19-21 , 29-30 and 32 above, and further in view of 

B'- 
As to claims 12, 16, 22, 26, 40 and 44, Wang and Thomas disclose everything 

claimed as explained above except for the method further comprising detecting a 

location of a wireless terminal entering the first wireless communication coverage unit. 

Bi discloses the method comprising detecting a location of a wireless terminal entering 

the first wireless communication coverage unit (see col. 3, line 56 - col. 4, line 31). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 

the invention to combine this teaching in the modified system of Wang and Thomas for 

better communication quality. 

As to claim 14, 17-18, 24, 27-28, 42 and 45-46, Wang discloses antenna pointing 
to and covering a segregated geographical segment (see col. 2, lines 5-9; fig. 3). Bi 
discloses the method of that includes utilizing a plurality of antennas for the first wireless 
communication coverage unit to identify the wireless terminal using various methods 
(see col. 1 , lines 13-20). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine this teaching in the modified 
system of Wang and Thomas for better communication quality. 
10. Claims 7-8, 11, 35-36 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wang in view of Thomas and further in view of Avidor as applied to 
claims 1-2, 5, 19-21, 29-30 and 32 above, and further in view of Suzuki. 

As to claims 7-8, 11, 35-36 and 39, Wang and Thomas disclose everything 
claimed as explained above except for the method of grouping further includes 
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assigning one or more sub carriers to each channel block. Suzuki discloses the method 
of grouping further includes assigning one or more contiguous sub carriers to each 
channel block (see col. 1 1, lines 7-14; col. 24 lines 18-21). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine 
these teachings for the simple purpose of maximizing available wireless frequency 
resources. 

11. Claims 13, 15, 23, 25, 41 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wang in view of Thomas in view of Avidor and further in view of Bi as 
applied to claims 12,14, 16-18, 22, 24, 26-28, 40, 42 and 44-46 above, and further in 
view of Engelbrecht. 

As to claims 13, 23 and 41, Wang discloses the method of utilizing one or more 
segregated channels for the segregated geographical segments of the first wireless 
communication coverage (see col. 2, lines 5-14). Wang and Thomas do not specifically 
disclose to identify the wireless terminal using access code channels. Engelbrecht 
discloses identify the wireless terminal using access channel (see col. 8, line 35-38). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to add this technique to the modified Wang, Thomas and Bi system for a 
better communication having a reduced interference. 

As 15, 25 and 43, Wang discloses the method of wherein a channel physical 
attribute is unique to each geographical segment (see col. 2, lines 5-14) and utilizing an 
adaptive antenna array for the wireless communication coverage unit (see col. 2, lines 
40-44). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at 
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the time of the invention to combine these teachings for a better communication having 
a reduced interference. 

Conclusion 

Any response to this Office Action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1 450 
Or faxed to: 

(703) 703-872-9306 

For formal communication intended for entry, informal communication or draft 
communication; in the case of informal or draft communication, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT" 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to: 

Crystal Park II 

2121 Crystal Drive 

Arlington, VA 

Sixth Floor (Receptionist) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marcos L Torres whose telephone number is 703-305- 
1478. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:30pm alt. friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William G Trost can be reached on 703-308-5318. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Marcos L Torres f\ 
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